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GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
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During the interview, Applicant's representative proposed new 
amendment to the claim 1 of the instant application to overcome the rejection 
of claims over the prior arts. 

Applicant representative and examiners discussed the prior arts, JP 
(2002-302795); Kataoka et al. (US 5,866,025);and Iwasaki et al. (US 
2002/0109134. Applicant's representative further argues that the prior art JP 
(2002-302795) fails to teach or suggest dimension of pores in the coating. This 
is not found persuasive because the prior art teaches the diameter of pores; 
depth of pores and thickness of coating. 

During the interview Applicant's representative proposed amendment 
to claim 1 which indicates 85 % or more of pores in the coating. Applicant 
argues that no reference teach that the coating having a 85 % or more of 
pores in the coating. It was pointed out that the secondary art, Kataoka et al. 
(US 5,866,025) teaches that the coating having a large number of pores, 
wherein number of pores is depended on the diameter of pores in coating. 

During the interview Examiner suggested that the unit of the tensile 
strength is not proper. No agreement is reached at this point. 

/D. N. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



